Ver»l>er 11, 1971 

Dear Beds 

fhbre la little point In eostlnalog this eorroapoadeiieo whleli can only 
waste tlas for both of os. As of fowr letter of loToaiber 9, althongh 
It repeats o«ucera for your Integrity, you hsTO yet shew any aware** 
ness that 1 ari.ght hawe a eMoem for HlBe. This tna true of all of our 

lengthy dlseQsi*len. 

As I sade ezpllclt to you, purpose In length in writing you was so 
that you wotdd do seue thlidclng. Tou say this Inteifests you little, so 
I wasted *y wlsie, not for the first time and I fear not for the last. 

Tour Intent Includes ehanglag the deotrlne of ny wox^, and that I find . J 
Intolerable. Xn tbs face of your eulsslon of sueh things as your In- 
slstenos upon conductiiig your own Interviews and by not addressing the 
Sod knows how long a delay in the appearance of this work In any fom, 

I really don*t think your letter of tehe 9th is of serious latout,' and ' 

I leave. whoever so doslros of notlvo. .. 

Anong ethar^ tbiiags that sstfco thX»" eloar i» sooniiie to sor£oualy-ISFO«>' ' 
p«Mie that Boward do a^y of this work whoa ho is a fuU>tlao «olj.ogeL. 
student rhd aust aelatala' ar'' hli^ urors|^O:'''iif^'li0iqp lE£b' '%hs ’ 

only problems that ar>se arose because you unllntorally changed that . ^ 

to which I had agreed. Everythli^ I have 0tO3r written coaaerelally 
has always been ellted without any jp^bleas. There was no problea on 
editing between Sutfaerdrldbe ll Sleaatfrey and as on FRABB-Qf, not one, 
no arguneut^. \ 

I recognise this : ,aay;;ao'SLtt'' ^that: -ths ' ' work :'aiay‘"'hevar:' a)n>oar-:.' in.^;aa^if ^ 
but as I told you, I long agiTo realized that I uay bo restricted to tlu» 
role of the nan who nakes the reoori, and if that is it, I will live 
with it. Bat there is aothiug X eaa bo persuaded to do for any reason, 
including honey, if X sons ider it in any aspect wrong, and this 1# what 
you are dehanding. There are other things in your Istter that are 
really irrelevant and except for two I will igiuro . then. X use those 
two as exaqpiles. 

One is the Irrelevancy of the unassaubled hi-fi set. This is obviously 
true. lAiy else consider raking etenges Ir tbs book? Vhy else htdx2 
would I have been interested in what youj^ originally proposed? Bow ean 
it be otherwise when part of it was eoapleted in the suamer of 1967* 

Bore than four years ago? 

I Bight take offense at your crack, "I know of no aaa, even presidents 
of corporations, who elaia to have ar little tine as you...* This is 
probably eez*reet and it has two caaaes. 0a» is the asgnitude of the 
task I have undertaken, aoarthing entirely lost «^n yon evoo if yon ^ 
aeasure it from what you have of ay work, which is bat a fraction of 
it, and part is because I do take tiao to write long letters of two 
characters s one to those for whoa I have soae regard and designed to 
aake them think; two, ns ained at our oppoaitien, designsd to nake a 
record. Corporation prasldeats have othora to do their work. I have 
to do all of nine except that which Lil dees, ai^ this ranges from filing 
to wrapping and miling packages to research and investigation to the 
writing, and to the preparation and filing of lawsuits. If all of the 
letters of the kind to which you allude were totaled, the pereeutage 




of mj total time that thajJbLaTe is Klaoisevls. 

^hfertoMtely, sad tiis reeoM Is trasieaXlj clear ob tU.8, of that 
SBall percentage, a ratter la^s peresntage is reqnirad by iBnor» 
a^e a^ stnptdity ef ethers and the hasard they present to idiat so nany 
©f os have worked so hard for. * 

I recognise that in your altermtlrs He. 1, jwn hare i»t one ef w 
#%j@6^^iopSp aod I l&ell yeti frankly at tita tltts you aada tout 
original proposal I wondered why you insisted on any delay in the a»- 
^ara^e of the work in any fern. The attached eondition, ^eyer, I 
ca^t aeeept, that I allow yon “to use the doe^ttts and naterial to 
write my own book . In this I would be cast in a dishonorable rele I 

at sxifficiont length. By work aays what I tltii^, 
TOt what ai^body else dees. I cannot accept sone of yoa^ interpreta- 
tions and eval^tlnns as you know, and the comittee you propose is 

f&ct. Impossible arrangement. Aside from the faet 
that the knowledge and understanding of all except Howard Is too far 
in the past, not one has the time. 

I am sorry it turned out thl© way. I am sarry fi^^yHI^a* 
qaBstisA qnences . And I am: «i«5Ry that yon: 
accept. ,.32tat of a-normel 

acceptable to me and, as pu know, my sole jatinpmitniin' sfeipiilgbion in 
this arrangement was faithfnLnesa to my wo^k. 

Ferfactiott. as you will learn If you hayen^t, is not a state of nan in 
his personal life or in his professional actlTity. Tais addreases one 
or the reasons I had to recast aqr rols into the least welcome om. 
Immediate social good immediately needed cannot be accomplished years 
ba^e when it is bubMstor|,ca^^^^^^^ people need today on 

yital issues of public concern on^t hot, in my'yiew, be delayed for 
crossing of t »s and dotting of l*s, and. the estimate of 
the numbe.* of fairies gamboling wilh a needle. 

In writing you earlier I asked for the return of what I had giyen you 
for the purpose of a joint project, sad I fear I may have expressed 
myself loosely, fou bought the Xeroxes of the two earlijr parts from 
subject to the TOstriebions of no use and no aae to be permit tedf 
^er t^se c raditio^ they are your property, and of course you bought 
^ J2Z sice that I ask the return, the keeping^^ 

«r maki^ Of to use. I depend upon this. 

of time, I think you will come to understand seme of the use you 
intended is misuse. 






Sincerely, 



Harold beisberg 

ec! Gary 
Howard 
Xei»ry 




